The Madras Legislative Council
The autumn session tf the Madras Legislative Council commenced in Madras
on the 6th. AUGUST 1929 under the presidency of the Hon'ble Mr. C. V.
Narasirnharaju. After interpellations Mr. Anjaneyalu wanted leave to move
an adjournment of the House to discuss the sanction given by the Government
to prosecute Mr. Annapurniah under Section I24-A. ^ The Law Member
opposed the motion on the ground that discussion on this subject is sub-judice. _
The President observed that the motion referred only to the sanction given
by the Government, The Law Member submitted that the question of sanction
and everything connected with it was a matter for adjudication in the court of law.
Mr, P. C. Venkatapathi Raju, leader, Congress Party, observed that they
cotald, without going Into the merits of individual speeches, discuss the present
policy of the Governm* nt
the President observed that the question of policy could not be the subject
matter of discussion. After Mr. Satyamurti had spoken the President held
that the motion was in order and fixed 2-30 p.m. the next day for discussing the
adjournment motion.
MALABAR TENANCY BILL.
Mr. A. Y. G. Campbell, Revenue Member, then introduced the Malabar
Tenancy Bill and it was refened to a Select Committee. Then the Revenue
Member presented the report of the Select Committee on the Madras Services
€0mmissi&n Bill and moved that it may be taken into consideration.
Mr. Satyamurti moved an amendment that the consideration of this business
be adjourned for a year. He contended that the House had no power to enact a bill
of the kind. Referring to the various clauses of the bill he said that the Commission to
be appointed by (he bill would be an Advisory Body and could not regulate public
service. Section 12 of the Bin, which required the Commission to observe
statutory rules made by the Local Government regarding recruitment reduced
the Commission into a ridiculous force. He asked when the whole constitution
wa$ in the meltin^ pot what was the necessity for the bill and said that it would be
belter to enact a bill of the kind in a- more democratic and representative house
wliich he hoped would corne into operation within a year.
Mr. Ranganatha Mudaliar and others supported the amendment. After the
Revenue Member had replied the amendment was put to vote and lost by 59
votes against 15.
0ft the jik AUGUST* the Council rejected the Swarajist motion of
adjournment to discuss the action of the Government in sanctioning the prosecution
Mr. Aimapurniah, editor of the Congress, under section 12^-A, I. P. C.
Tbe mover characterized the Government's action as Ill-advised and ill-timed
g that if the Government really wanted co-operation they ought not to
freedom of expression, particularly at the present juncture when the country
was on the threshold of a new era of increased responsibilty and power.
Mr. Venkatapathi Rnju, leader of the Congress party, observed that the
Government did not act in their best interests In ordering this prosecution.
**~~~~ ob of views, he declared, was an utter impossibility. What they wanted
& change in the system of government.
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The Law Member said that the Government were not out to stifle frank expres-
**£ |*0!itka! views and were  not at all panicky in sanctioning prosecution in the
The highest legal adviser of the Government held the article to be
The President, interrupting, said that this view might prejudice
fti€ Opposition and the   Government should not refer   to   the
ewe.
|t«wwii asked the  law Member why he did not divulge the reasons
mctiou.   The national struggle, he said, aimed  at a   change
and he asked why the Government should not play the

